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Commissioner for Patents 
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

Attached to this facsimile communication cover sheet is Response to Notice of 
Abandonment, and Request for Withdrawal of Holding of Abandonment, faxed this 2™ 1 day of 
April, 2004, to Group 2681, the United States Patent and Trademaifcaffice. 

Resp/etfully submitted, 



Date: April 2, 2004 



3tt C. Harris 
Leg. No. 32,030 



Fish & Richardson P.C. 
12390 El Camino Real 
San Diego, California 92130 
Telephone: (858) 678-5070 
Fax: (858)678-5099 

10382925.doc 

NOTE: This facsimile is intended for the addressee only and may contain ^privileged or confidential 
information. If you have received this facsimile in error, please immediately call us collect at 
(858) 678-5070 to arrange for its return. Thank you- 
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Attorney's Docket No.: 10636 " 0050< ^£QE|VE[) 

GENTRAL FAX CENTER 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE ^^^004 

llllt : ^Ts^LLlTE^ONSTELIATION SYSTEM EMPLOYING NON- 

' GEOSTATIONARY SATELLITES IN SUB -GEOSYNCHRONOUS 
ELLIPTICAL ORBITS WITH COMMON GROUND TRACKS 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF ABANDONMENT. A ND REQUEST FOR WITHDRAWAL OF 
HOLDING OF ABANDONMENT 

A Notice of Abandonment was mailed by the Patent Office on 

January 5, 2004. This Decision on Abandonment held the 

application abandoned for alleged failure to timely reply to the 

Decision on Petition "mailed on September 1, 2000". 

Applicants respectfully request that the Patent Office 

withdraw this holding of abandonment. In fact, there was no 

Decision on Petition mailed on September 1, 2000/ the 
application was not filed until September 8, 2000, and it 
logically makes no sense that there could have been a Decision 
on Petition prior to the filing of the application. Therefore, 

CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMISSION BY FACSIMILE 

i hereby eerafe thai this correspondence is being transmitted by 
facsimile to the Patent and Trademark Office on th€ date indicated 
below. 
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the Patent Office's ground of holding the application abandoned 
are incorrect, and withdrawal of the holding of abandonment is 
requested. 

Applicants have reviewed the file, and have found no 
Decision on Petition that was not answered. In any case, should 
the Patent Office believe that there was in fact a previously 
unanswered petition, then it is respectfully suggested that the 
Patent Office has already accepted such paper as having been 
instructively answered . Prosecution was conducted on numerous 
grounds subsequent to this alleged failure to reply to this 
petition. It is respectfully suggested that if issues remain 
unanswered by the alleged failure to reply to the Decision on 
Petition, then the proper action here is for the Patent Office 
to re-raise these issues and allow Applicants an opportunity to 
respond to these grounds. Again, it makes no logical sense to 
consider that the application could have been deemed abandoned 
in September of 2000, followed by numerous office actions and 
responses before the Patent Office. It is respectfully, 
suggested that when the Patent Office issued these actions on 
Che merits, this was an indication of acceptance of adequacy of 
any responses to any alleged petition. 

A notice on the merits is respectfully requested. 
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Please' apply any charges or credits to Deposit Account 
HO. 06-1050. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date : 



04/02/2004 




tt C. Hams 
No. 32,030 



Fish & Richardson P,C. 
123 90 El Camino Real 
San Diego, California 92130 
Telephone: (858) 678-5070 
Facsimile: (858) 678-5099 
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